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Year 2 Data Collection 

Data for the first academic year of project 
 activities (2010–11): 

 

1. Enrollment data for grades 9–12 

– RPOS participants 

– RPOS concentrators 

– Concentrators in other CTE programs 

– All other students 
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Year 2 Data Collection 

2. Demographic data for grade 12 

 

3. Outcome data for grade 12 

– RPOS concentrators 

– Concentrators in other CTE programs 

– All other students 
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Findings: Research Questions 

1. How do the characteristics of RPOS concentrators 

differ from those of concentrators in other CTE 

programs and all other students? 

2. How do the outcomes achieved by secondary RPOS 

concentrators compare with those of concentrators in 

other CTE programs and all other students? 

3. How do the outcomes that secondary RPOS 

concentrators achieve vary according to the presence 

or absence of RPOS framework components? 
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Findings: Student differences 

• Gender: nontraditional programs by gender in  

each state 

• Academic preparation indicators stronger for 

RPOS concentrators 

• Differences for other background/demographic 

measures vary by state 

• Large district-level variations in some states 
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Findings: Outcome Data 

• Low and decreasing numbers of RPOS 

concentrators between 2009–10 and 2010–11  

in some states 

• Generally better outcomes for RPOS 

concentrators 

• Unexplained outcome differences 
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Findings: Data Interpretation 

Year-to-year differences 

– Large and unexplained differences in data 

– CTE concentrator definitions 

– Project changes: new districts, or new 

approaches within districts 
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Findings: Data Availability 

• More data overall 

– Demographic and background data complete 

– NSC data, data on enrollment in remedial courses 

• Data limitations with outcome data 

– Earned postsecondary credits in high school 

– Technical skill assessments 

– Employment data 

• Enrollment data: in some states submitted for 

grade 12 students only 
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Year 3 Schedule 

• Site visits 

– Follow up on Year 2 report findings 

– Address implementation (research question #3) 

• Same shells as 2012 

• Similar data collection schedule (see 

calendar) 

• Webinar to launch data collection 

• Analysis/report will include outcomes 
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Technical Assistance Materials 

Year 1: Laying the groundwork 
• Identified key terminology 

• Developed data collection and reporting capacity 

• Established pre-RPOS baseline  

Year 2: Documenting the process 
• Assessed state and local reporting approaches  

• Offered individualized technical assistance to improve data quality 

• Created measurement templates summarizing data collection  

decision points  

Year 3: Creating improvement tools 
• Continuing support to improve data quality 

• Creating technical assistance materials to support states in collecting and 

using POS data 
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Data Collection Templates 

Example:  
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Possible Next Step 
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Develop web-based reporting tools 

• Indicator description and purpose 

• Measure construction 

• Terminology and definitions 

• Data elements and coding instructions 

• Step-wise collection procedures 

• Frequently asked questions 

• Resources 

• Examples of reporting tables 
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